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PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

Friday, June 5, 2009 Manistee County Courthouse & Government Center

9:00 A.M. Board of Commissioners Meeting Room

AGENDA

1) Sheriff Items.

A) Law Enforcement Services - State Police Budget Reductions.

B) Discussion regarding Attorney General’s Opinion on responsibility for costs associated with
Mental Health treatment provided to inmates at County Jails. (APPENDIX A)

C) COPS Hiring Recovery Program Application Update. (APPENDIX B)

D) Inmate Telephone Contract Issues.

E) Other Items.

2) Emergency Management Coordinator Items.

A) Consideration to approve 2009 Officers for the Local Emergency Planning Committee (LEPC)
(APPENDIX C) and 2009 Officers for the Local Planning Team (LPT) (APPENDIX D).

B) Other Items.

3) Jail Administrator Items.

4) Robert Van Putten, President of Landmark Design Group PC, will appear before the Committee to
present draft plans and cost estimates for a potential Jail expansion, which could include the addition
of inmate beds, a kitchen/laundry area, a training room, etc. The Committee and the County Board
of Commissioners previously approved Landmark Design Group to perform a long-range plan for the
Jail facility.

5) Miscellaneous Discussion/Information Items.

A) Update on Jail Security System and Emergency Generator Projects

B) Update on Courthouse Security Progress (Immediately following the Public Safety Committee
meeting, the County Administrator and Sheriff will tour the Courthouse with Robert Van
Putten of Landmark Design Group to discuss and review the need for additional Courthouse
security measures. It is anticipated that Mr. Van Putten will then provide the Committee with
a proposal to create a plan with cost estimates, which will be presented to the Committee
at a later date.)

6) Other items from Committee Members.

7) Adjournment. Fm h:\aqenaas\PS 060509j



STATE OF MICHIGAN

MIKE COX. ATTORNEY GENERAL

COUNTIES: Responsibility for costs associated with
mental health treatment provided to

COUNTY JAILS: inmates at county jails

INMATES:

MENTAL HEALTH CODE:

The costs incurred providing mental health services to an inmate incarcerated in a county
jail are ultimately the responsibility of the county under MCL 801.4. The community
mental health program serving the county in which that jail is located must nevertheless
seek to obtain payment from available insurance or other sources before resorting to the
county for payment in accordance with MCL 801.4(2).

The costs incurred in providing mental health services to an inmate in a county jail rests
with the county, regardless of the type of treatment or mental health service being
delivered.

Opinion No. 7231 May 27, 2009

Honorable Steven Lindberg
State Representative
The Capitol
Lansing, MI

You have asked two questions relating to responsibility for the costs incurred

providing mental health services to inmates incarcerated at county jails. Your first

question asks whether the county or the local community mental health authorities must

bear the financial burden of providing mental health services to inmates in a county jail

who are in need of mental health care while incarcerated.



County jails are under the supervisory jurisdiction of the Michigan Department of

Corrections (MDOC). Section 62(3) of the Corrections Code, MCL 791.262(3), states:

The department shall supervise and inspect jails and lockups that are under
the jurisdiction of the county sheriff to obtain facts concerning the proper
management of the jails and lockups and their usefulness. The department shall
promulgate rules and standards promoting the proper, efficient, and humane
administration ofjails and lockups that are under the jurisdiction of the county
sheriff pursuant to the administrative procedures act.

The MDOC has promulgated administrative rules in fulfillment of this statutory

directive. These rules impose various requirements upon county jails relating to the

physical and mental health of persons in their custody. Rule 28, 1998-2000 AACS, R

791.728, includes a requirement to ensure that matters relating to the psychiatric needs of

an inmate shall be left to the medical judgment of the appropriate health professional:

A facility shall establish and maintain written policy, procedure,
and practice which provide that all medical, psychiatric and dental inmate
matters involving medical judgment are the sole province of the
responsible physician, dentist or other qualified health professional.

Under Rule 31, 1998-2000 AACS, R 791.731, a trained facility staff member is

required to perform an initial mental health screening to determine whether or not each

new inmate will be housed within the jail’s general population.

Within fourteen days of this initial health screening, a more detailed health

appraisal is then required. Under Rule 32, 1998-2000 AACS, R. 791.732, a more

thorough physical and mental health work-up must be completed by “a trained health care

person.”



Michigans Mental Health Code, MCL 330.1001 et seq. addresses who is to

provide mental health services to inmates in county jails. Section 1 002a of the Mental

Health Code, MCL 330.2002a, states:

For a person confined in a place of detention operated by a
political subdivision of the state and who requests mental health services,
mental health services shall be provided by the appropriate community
mental health program pursuant to the responsibilities described in section
206 [MCL 330.1206’),

Thus, the Mental Health Code makes clear that the community mental health

program shall provide the requested mental health services. But it is silent concerning

whether that program or the county has primary responsibility for the financial burden

associated with providing those services. The answer to this question can be found,

however, within the Michigan statutes regulating county jails, chapter 171 of the Revised

Statutes of 1846. Specifically, section 4 of chapter 171, MCL 801.4, assigns such

responsibility to the counties, with health care providers assigned a related duty to seek

reimbursement under the described circumstances:

(1) Except as provided in subsection (2) and sections 5 and 5a,21
all charges and expenses ofsafekeeping and maintaining prisoners and
persons charged with an offense, shall be paidfrom the county treasuty,
the accounts therefor being first settled and allowed by the county board of
commissioners.

(2) If medical care or treatment is provided to an individual
described in subsection (1), the health care provider shall make a

A ‘community mectal health [servicesl program” is defined under the Mental Health Code to include
mental health authorities. See MCL 330,1 lOOa(16). Section 206(1), MCL 330I206(1), provides that the
purpose of a community mental health services program “shall be to provide a comprehensive array of
mental health services appropriate to conditions of individuals who are located within its geographic
service area, regardless of an individual’s ability to pay.

2 Sections 5 and Sa authorize a county board of commissioners to provide for reimbursement for medical
attendance supplies and to seek reimbursement for expenses incurred in providing medical care and
treatment. MCL 8015(3) and MCL 8015a(1)-3).
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reasonable effort to determine whether that individual is covered by a
health care policy, a certificate of insurance, or other source for the
payment of medical expenses. If the county sheriff who has custody over
the individual is aware that the individual is covered by any health care
policy, certificate of insurance, or other source of payment, the sheriff
shall provide that information to the health care provider. If the health
care provider determines that the individual, at the time of admission or
treatment, is a medicaid recipient or a beneficiary of any health care
policy, certificate of insurance, or other source for the payment of some or
all of those expenses, the health care provider shall first seek
reimbursement from that source, subject to the terms and conditions of the
applicable health care policy, certificate of insurance, or medicaid
contract, before submitting those expenses to the county. When
submitting an invoice to the county for the payment of medical expenses
under this section, a health care provider shall provide a statement that the
health care provider has made a reasonable effort to determine whether the
individual was covered by a health care policy, certificate of insurance, or
other source for the payment of medical expenses. A county may enter
into agreements with health care providers to establish procedures for the
submission of invoices for medical expenses under this section and the
payment of those invoices. [Emphasis added.]

MCL 801.4 has been consistently applied to hold counties liable for the costs of

medical care provided to county jail inmates. See, e.g., Univ Emergency Services, PC v

Wayne C’ountv, 141 Mich App 512, 520-521; 367 NW2d 344 (1984); St. Maty’s Hosp v

Saginaw county, 139 Mich App 647, 649; 363 NW2d 32 (1984); and Zieger Osteopathic

Hosp, Inc v Wayne County, 139 Mich App 630, 632; 363 NW2d 28 (1984). As the Court

stated in Zieger Osteopathic Hosp, mc, “[t]his statute reflects the general principle that

counties are responsible for the costs of enforcement of state criminal laws.

A basic principle governing statutory construction is that statutes covering the

same subject matter should be read in pan maleria. In Apsey v Memorial Hosp, 477

Mich 120, 129 n4; 730 NW2d 695 (2007), quoting Detroit v Michigan Bell Tel Co, 374

4



Mich 543, 558; 132 NW2d 660 (1965), the Michigan Supreme Court explained how this

principle is applied:

Statutes in pan inateria are those which relate to the same person
or thing, or the same class of persons or things, or which have a common
purpose. It is the rule that in construction of a particular statute, or in the
interpretation of its provisions, all statutes relating to the same subject, or
having the same general purpose, should be read in connection with it, as
together constituting one law, although enacted at different times, and
containing no reference one to the other.

Reading MCL 330.2002a together with MCL 801.4 leads to the conclusion that

mental health services for inmates in a county jail shall be provided by the community

mental health program and paid for by the county. This conclusion is, of course, subject

to the exception set forth in MCL 801.4(2), which operates to require the community

mental health program providing services to an inmate covered by any health care policy,

insurance, or other source of payment, to make a reasonable effort to receive payment

from that source before resorting to the county for payment.

To the extent the county does pay such costs, section 5a of chapter 171 of the

Revised Statutes of 1846, MCL 801.5a, provides the county with a mechanism to attempt

to seek reimbursement from inmates for mental health and other medical costs:

(1) The county board of commissioners may seek reimbursement
for expenses incurred in providing medical care and treatment pursuant to
sections 4 to 5. If a county board of commissioners seeks reimbursement
pursuant to this section, reimbursement shall be sought only in the
following order:

(a) From the prisoner or person charged.

(1) From insurance companies, health care corporations, or other
sources if the prisoner or person charged is covered by an insurance



policy, a certificate issued by a health care corporation, or other source for
those expenses.

(23 A prisoner in a county jail shall cooperate with the county in
seeking reimbursement under subsection (1> for medical expenses incurred
by the county for that prisoner.

(3) A prisoner who willfully refuses to cooperate as provided in
subsection (2) shall not receive a reduction in his or her term under section
7 of Act No.60 of the Public Acts of 1962. being section 801.257 of the
Michigan Compiled Laws.

It is my opinion, therefore, in answer to your first question, that the costs incurred

providing mental health services to an inmate incarcerated in a county jail are ultimately

the responsibility of the county under MCL 801,4. The community mental health

program serving the county in which that jail is located must nevertheless seek to obtain

payment from available insurance or other sources before resorting to the county for

payment in accordance with MCL 801.4(2).

Your second question asks whether the financial burden associated with providing

mental health services to inmates incarcerated in county jails may shift from one party to

another depending on what type of treatment is being delivered, such as initial screening,

emergency care, and long term treatment.

Under R 791.731. the initial mental health screening to be performed on an

inmate must be completed by a trained staff member. Under MCL 801.4(1) and (2), gall”

charges and expenses of safekeeping and maintaining prisoners “shall be paid from the

county treasury,” subject to a health care provide?s obligation to attempt to seek recovery

from available insurances and other similar sources. “All” is a term clearly synonymous

6
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with each and every. In its ordinary and natural meaning, there is no broader

classification than the word “all”: it leaves no room for exceptions. People v Monaco.

474 Mich 48, 55; 710 NW2d 46 (2006). Thus. these provisions require that all expenses

associated with maintaining the inmate, including those incurred to fulfill the requirement

to perform the initial screening through a jail staff person. are the obligation of the

county.

Regarding other mental health services, as explained above, the financial burden

for providing them will rest with the county rather than the community mental health

program, except to the extent that the community mental health program is successful in

obtaining payment from a third-party source as anticipated by MCL 80 1.4(2).

It is my opinion, therefore, in answer to your second question, that the costs

incurred in providing mental health services to an inmate in a county jail rests with the

count, regardless of the type of treatment or mental health service being delivered.

MIKE COX
Attorney General

7



Page 1 012

rzS jZL

Rachel A. Nelson Ppe,JJ’ix )
From: Dale Kowalkowski’ <kowalkowskidmanisteesheriftorg>
To: <tdkaminski©manisteecountymi.gov>
Cc: <rachaelneIson@manisteecountymi.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, May 27, 2009 8:15 AM
Subject: FW: COPS Hiring Recovery Program (CHRP)

FYI for the Public Safety Committee.

dk

-----Original Message-----
From: Cops_Info [mailto:Cops_Info@usdoj.gov]
Sent: Thursday, May 21, 2009 12:22 PM
To: kowalkowskid@manisleesheriff.org
Subject: COPS Hiring Recovery Program (CHRP)

United States Department of Justice
Office of Community Oriented Policing Services (COPS)

Office ofthe Director
1100 Vermont Avenue, N. W
Washington, DC 20530

Dear Colleague:

Thank you for submitting your COPS Hiring Recovery Program (CHRP) application. It is now under

active review at the COPS Office. While that work continues, we want to update you on our progress

and the process we are using to make funding decisions under this very competitive grant program.

As you know, the COPS Office was appropriated $1 billion through the Recovery Act to make grants to

create or save state, local, and tribal law enforcement jobs. During the CHRP solicitation period, we

received 7,272 applications. These applications total $8.3 billion and request more than 39,000 sworn

law enforcement positions. Obviously, these requests far exceed the funding available under CHRP, and

with no cap on officer salary or local match requirement, we will only be able to fund a portion of the

officer and deputy positions requested.

Since the April 14, 2009 application deadline, the COPS Office has been actively reviewing the data
submitted in each application. In some cases, we have reached out to applicant agencies to verify
information provided in their applications. In fact, we contacted more than 1,700 agencies to validate

their data, and in total the COPS Office reviewed over 275,000 individual data points. If your agency

was not contacted by COPS during this phase of our work, that simply means that upon initial review by

our staff, no further probing was required for your application. This data verification process, though

time consuming, is very important because it ensures that all applicants will be properly evaluated based

on each agency’s economic, crime, and community policing data.

Now that the work described above is complete, we are moving quickly to the next phase of our process,

which includes in-depth budget request reviews and evaluating the retention requirement information

5/27/2009
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and other aspects of the application. In preparing a final CHRP award list, we will look at the total
number of sworn positions being requested by each agency and determine how best to allocate the funds
available.

The COPS Office will complete all this work and make awards no later than September 30, and likely

sooner.

For more information, please visit the COPS website (wvwcopsusdojgov), where we will post any

new information about CHRP, updates on our other grant programs, and a wealth of information on
community policing.

Sincerely,

L.

Timothy J. Quinn
Acting Director

5/27/2009



A
Manistee County

SHERW1S ( [FICE — 1 55 E Parktki1tAve. * Mum.cc, MI $‘66()

SHERIFF Dale Kowalkowski
ADMIN 231-7238393

FAX 231-723 1498

PP1K )

Manistee County
Emergency Management Division
It. Kenneth 0. FaIk, Emergency Management Coordinator,

(231>423-9970

DATE: May 19th, 2009

TO: Manistee County Board of Commissioners

FROM: U. Kenneth 0. FaIk. Emergency Management Coordinator

SUBJECT: Local Emergency Planning Committee (LEPC) Officers

The LEPC is requesting the Manistee County Board of Commissioners to appro\e the
following LEPC officers for the year of 2009.

U. Kenneth 0 FaIk Chairperson
U. Brian Posima - Vice-Chairperson
Glenn Zaring - Secretary

Appro’. ed by

Aflan OShea, Chairperson
\lanistee Ctuntv Hoard fCmmissioners

[)ate



SF1 ERIFF Daic Kowalkowsk
ADMIN 23I-7234393

A
Maiftee County
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Manistee County
Emergency Management Division
Lt. Kenneth 0. FaIk, Emergency Management Coordinator,

(231>423-9970

DATE: May 19th 2009

TO: \‘lanistee County Board of Commissioners

FROM: U. Kenneth 0. Falk, Emergency Management Coordinator

SUBJECT: Local Planning Team (LPT) Officers

The LPT is requesting the Manistee County Board of Commissioners to approve the
tNloving LPT officers for the year of 2009.

Ut. Kenneth 0. Falk - Chairperson
Jim Espvik - Vice-Chairperson
Glenn Zaring - Secretary

Allan O Shea, C hairperson
\Ianisiee County Roard 01’ Commissioners


